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Summary of the report on the situation in the Federal Republic of Germany by Mr. Abdelfattah 
Amor, United Nations Special Rapporteur on Religious Freedom. (All quotes in italic). 


iF The Rapporteur mentions the entry ban for the founding couple Rev. and Mrs. Moon and 
the loss of the tax-exempted status of the German Unification Church: 


The German government refused the founder of the Unification Church, the Reverend Sun 
M. Moon, and his wife Hak J.H. Moon entry into its territory in November 1995 on the 
grounds that they constituted, according to representatives of the community, “a threat to 
public order” and as such were said to fall into the category of persons who should be 
refused entry by the countries that have signed the Schengen Treaty. The Special 
Rapporteur was informed by the German authorities that the ban was based on the 
provisions of the legislation on aliens and the courts would have to decide whether it should 
be upheld. The Unification Church has also been denied tax exemption, because, according 
to its respresentatives, a “lower court” would not agree to hear testimony from experts on 
the Unification Church, but based its decision on the evidence of a financial official, who 
had decided that the community was political in nature. State publications giving 
information on the so-called sects and psycho-groups were said to be defamatory and 
wrong about the Unification Church and based solely on the opinions of opponents of the 
community; the representatives of the Unification Church regarded this as a departure from 
State neutrality. The pamphlets in question, moreover, were circulated in State schools in 
order to denigrate the Unification Church. ... Finally, according to its representatives, the 
Unification Church encountered an atmosphere of intolerance as a result of the behaviour 
of the major Churches and the State, an atmosphere which was fed by the media. (p.66) 


2. The report then reminds the federal government that there must not be any discrimination 
against any religious community because of its faith or belief: 


In conformity with international law, State intervention in the field of religion and belief 
cannot involve taking responsibility for people’s conscience and promoting, imposing or 
censuring a particular faith or belief. (p.101) 


3 The report states that in Germany the Unification Church along with other religious 
minorities face a climate of suspicion and intolerance: 


A climate of suspicion, or latent intolerance, responsibility for which, in their view, lies with 
the major Churches, which are anxious to preserve their dominant religious status and stem 
the loss of members to other groups and communities in the field of religion and belief. The 
major Churches allegedly use their influence with the State for this purpose through its 
political and administrative institutions, and in particular through public information 
campaigns on sects, assistance for victims of sects and the Bundestag’s Study Commission. 
This climate is allegedly maintained by the popular press and sometimes reflected among 
low-ranking civil servants. However, according to these same representatives, by satisfying 


the demands of the major Churches in the areas referred to above, the State is violating the 
principle of neutrality. (p.95) 


4. The report emphasises that information disseminated by the German government on 
minority religions must be strictly neutral and not defamatory or discriminatory: 


The State’s obligation to remain neutral applies to the content of the information, which 
should not be discriminatory, defamatory or slanderous. As has been pointed out in Part 
IL.C, the State’s legitimate role in informing and educating citizens has to be performed 
within precise limits (principles of necessity, fair balance, equity, and value judgements 
based on facts that have been properly and fairly assessed) and in conformity with the law. 
In any event, remedies must remain available to individuals and groups wishing to dispute 
the content of official information and, where necessary, oppose its dissemination. (p.98) 


nf The report called upon the Federal Government to create a climate of tolerance: 


The Special Rapporteur also believes that the State, beyond day-to-day management, must 
implement a strategy to prevent intolerance in the field of religion and belief. He believes 
that sustained efforts are required to promote and develop a culture of tolerance and human 
rights. The State must play an active role in developing awareness of the values of tolerance 
and a non-discrimination in the field of religion and belief. Lasting progress may be 
achieved, mainly through education and above all the school, by ensuring that a human 
rights culture is imparted by school curricula and textbooks and by properly trained 
teachers. This educational strategy must not only propagate a culture of tolerance among 
the population, by inculcating values underpinned by human rights, but also develop 
awareness and reasoned and reasonable vigilance towards any form of abuse or threat in 
the field of religion and belief. (p.102) 


6. The report also calls upon the media to exercise religious tolerance: 


The Special Rapporteur also recommends a campaign to develop awareness among the 
media, and in particular the popular press, which all too often portrays matters relating to 
religion and belief in a grotesque, not to say totally distorted and harmful light. The 
recommendations made by the Special Rapporteur under the programme of advisory 
services (E/CN.4/1995/91, p.147) should therefore be implemented, in particular training 
workshops for media representatives to develop their awareness of the need to publish 
information that respects the principles of tolerance and non-discrimination. These 
measures would also make it possible to educate and shape public opinion in accordance 
with these principles. (p.103) 


End of summary 
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Deat Mr Brann 
RE: REVEREND SUN MYUNG MOON. 


Following a review of the case, the Home Secretary has revoked the exclusion against 
Reverend Moon. 


There is no longet any restriction on Revérend Moon applying for entry clearance to visit 
the UK. However, the period of leave coaferred will be limited to that required for the 
purpose for which he wishes to center the UIC. 


I understand Reverend Moon wishes to enter the UK for a one-day conference in 
November. Can you please confirm the dares for which he wishes to enter the UK and 
the proposed timetable of the visit so that we can have a closet understanding of the 
purpose for entry and its likely duration. With this informetior. we can liaise with the visa 
issuing post to cnsute he gets his visa for the appropriate duracion. 


Please be advised that this letter does not grant Reverend Moos leave to enter the UK. 
The requisite application for entry clearance, including the usuel details relating to the 
purpose of the visit, will need to be completed in the usual manner. 


Yours yincerely 


life 


Genevieve Wardle 
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BUILDING A SAFE, JUST AND TOLERANT SOCIETY 


Wichtige Erkenntnisse der Enquete Kommission ,,Sogenannte Sekten und Psychogruppen“, 
veréffentlicht in ihrem Endbericht vom 9.6.1998 
zusammengefasst und kommentiert vom Kreis fiir Offentlichkeitsarbeit der Vereinigungskirche e.V. 


In zweijahriger Arbeit (Mail996 bis Mai 1998) hat die Enquete-Kommission des Deutschen Bundestages 
»Sogenannte Sekten und Psychogruppen“ sich eingehend mit neureligidsen Gruppierungen in der 
Bundesrepublik beschaftigt. Die Vereinigungskirche e.V. hat dabei auf Einladung der Kommission rege 
mitgearbeitet durch die Beantwortung aller ihrer Fragen und der Teilnahme an einer nicht-dffentlichen 
Anhérung. Antworten auf die Fragen an die Vereinigungskirche e.V. kénnen im Internet unter 
www.vereinigungskirche.de ,, Vereinigungskirche und Gesellschaft eingesehen werden. 


Es folgt eine kurze Zusammenfassung wichtiger Erkenntnisse aus dem Endbericht der Enquete-Kommission, 
der die Zustimmung aller politischen Parteien hat. Unter Kapitel 6 ,,Stellungnahme und 
Handlungsempfehlungen“ wird zunachst die vom Grundgesetz geforderte Neutralitat des Staates 
unterstrichen: 
Der Staat hat gemdaf der in Artikel 4 Grundgesetz festgeschriebenen Neutralitdt und Toleranz die 
Entscheidung und das Bekenntnis des einzelnen zu seinem Glauben zu respektieren (S. 148-149) 


Uber die untersuchten neureligiésen Gruppierungen wird festgestellt: 
Beziiglich der laut Einsetzungsbeschluss hier besonders zu untersuchenden Gruppenstrukturen, 
Aktivitdten und Ziele ist festzustellen, dass diese zundchst und grundsdtzlich nicht aus dem Rahmen 
von Religionen, religidser Gruppen, Weltanschauungsgemeinschaften, aber auch anderer 
gesellschaftlicher Gruppen fallen. (S.149) 


Der Endbericht verwirft kategorisch die Annahme, dass von neureligidsen Vereinigungen eine Gefahr fiir 
Staat und Gesellschaft ausgehen kénnte: 
Zum gegenwartigen Zeitpunkt stellen gesamtgesellschaftlich gesehen die neuen religidsen und 
ideologischen Gemeinschaften und Psychogruppen keine Gefahr dar fiir Staat und Gesellschaft oder 
jiir gesellschaftlich relevante Bereiche. (S.149) 


Dariiber hinaus wird empfohlen, auf den historisch schwer belasteten Begriff ,,Sekte“ zum Zwecke einer 
sachlich gefiihrten Auseinandersetzung mit neureligidsen Bewegungen ganzlich zu vermeiden: 
In Anbetracht der in Kapitel 2 dargestellten Unscharfe und Missverstdndlichkeit des Begriffes der 
,, Sekte “ hdlt es die Enquete-Kommission fiir wiinschenswert, wenn im Rahmen der 6ffentlichen 
Auseinandersetzung mit neuen religidsen und ideologischen Gemeinschaften und Psychogruppen 
auf die weitere Verwendung des Begriffes ,,Sekte“ verzichtet wiirde. Insbesondere in 
Verlautbarungen staatlicher Stellen — sei es in Aufkldrungsbroschiiren, Urteilen oder Gesetzestexten 
— sollte zukiinftig die Bezeichnung ,,Sekte“ vermieden werden. (S.154) 


Auch der Unterstellung, neureligidse Gruppierungen griffen auf Techniken der ,,Psychomutation“ oder 
,Gehirnwische“ zuriick, wurde eine eindeutige Absage erteilt: 
Die Annahme einer ,,Sekten-Konversion“ durch eigene ,, Psychotechniken“ wie ,, Gehirn-, 
Seelenwéasche “ oder ,, Psychomutation“ ist zugunsten breiter angelegter Modelle aufzugeben. 
(S.149) 


Ferner wird zugestanden, dass die ZugehGrigkeit zu einer neureligidsen Gruppierung fiir das Mitglied ein 
Zugewinn an Lebensqualitat bedeuten kann: 
Es muss jedoch auch der individuelle und soziale Zugewinn, den Menschen erfahren (kénnen), mit 
in Betracht gezogen werden. (S.148) 


Ende der Zusammenfassung 


